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help protesting against the charge brought against a body of most indus-
trious civil servants by Mr. Hyslop, namely, that they do not give satis-
faction. On the contrary, we would very much like the honourable mem-
ber, in justice to the men he has maligned, to give the source of his infor-
mation. We have no hesitation in saying that, if they do not give satis-
faction, it is a scandal which the Government should remove at the ear-
liest opportunity. On the other hand, if they are competent, industrious
and honest, the fact should be recognised and they should be absolved
from the charge. As a matter of fact, we have seen the testimonials of
not a few of these Interpreters who have simply made themselves indis-
pensable to their superiors, not only by giving complete satisfaction in the
discharge of their own work, but by taking over the clerical and other work
which they are not in any way obliged to do. Mr. Hyslop could hardly
know that the Indian Interpreters labour under a very great disadvant-
age in that they are called upon not only to interpret in one of the Indian
languages but, as a rule, in three, and it is a well known fact that, if you
want first-class Interpreters, you cannot combine a knowledge of four
languages in one. It is also notorious how badly paid the Interpreters
are. To say the least of it, therefore, it would have been graceful if Mr.
Hyslop had not brought the charge against them, but simply contented
himself by advancing the interests of his clients, against which we should
have had nothing to say.

Indian Opinion, 11-6-1904

169. "MERCURY" AND INDENTURED LABOUR
Our contemporary, The Natal Mercury, which as a rule is well informed
in all it has to say, has been misinformed with reference to its comparison
between the Chinese Ordinance of the Transvaal and the Ordinance in
force in Trinidad and British Guiana, regulating the introduction of in-
dentured labour. Our contemporary is perhaps led into making the
mistake, because, for political reasons, Mr. Balfour has seen fit to draw
a parallel between the British Guiana Ordinance and the Chinese Ordi-
nance, and we may state, for the information of those that argue so, that
there is as much difference between the two as there is between black
and white. The British Guiana Ordinance does not deprive the inden-
tured man of the use of his intelligence. It does not insist upon the in-
dentured labourer leaving the country on the termination of his indenture,
nor does it reduce the immigrant merely to the status of an unskilled
labourer by prohibiting him from doing anything else, or by prohibiting
others from making use of him as anything else than an unskilled labourer.
There is, moreover, no Compound System1 as is to be enforced against
1 According to this, the Chinese were perforce to live on the premises in which they
worked and their movements were to be restricted, through a system of passes, within a
mile's radius of their places of work.